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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 7/14/2008 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

2. Applicant argued that the combination of Rangan and Gupta failed to disclose that the 
corresponding user is charged a usage fee proportional to the user area size allocated to the 
corresponding user. Gupta taught an internet advertising system. Applicant admits there is no content 
provider in claim 1 . Someone must inherently pay for the content in Applicant's system, and if there is no 
content provider, then the fee must fall upon the corresponding user. Furthermore, even assuming 
arguendo that Applicant's assertions about the content provider in Gupta are correct, Gupta further 
discloses in column 9, lines 10-32 a tracking system to monitor a user's credit history, earnings, interests, 
purchases, the sites the user has accessed, etc. It would still have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
that given the amount of information that Gupta stores about a user profile, that the stored information 
could be used in a billing scheme where the user receiving the content would be charged for use of the 
content. See further column 10, lines 6-8 of Gupta disclosing a payment-based terminal which a user 
uses to access content. 

3. Applicant argued that the combination of Rangan and Gupta failed to disclose the content files 
are not downloadable for permanent storage by the corresponding user. Applicant admits the content in 
Rangan is streamed. Streamed content is not "permanently stored", rather, streamed content as known 
to one of ordinary skill is temporarily buffered during playback and then destroyed or cached. One of 
ordinary skill recognized that the temporary access taught by Rangan (see further column 9, lines 1-15) is 
not permanent storage on the client end. Rangan further supports this in column 9, lines 44-47, which 
allows for video streaming on demand from a server. A video streamed on demand from a server is not 
stored by the client, since it can be accessed at any time on the server. Rangan further supports 
prevention of the recording of video by the recipient. See column 14, lines 8-1 1 , where a user can only 
record video based upon allowance of security privileges. 

4. Applicant argued that the combination of Rangan and Gupta failed to disclose superposing 
personal information, by the content provider, including a user-identification that identifies the 
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corresponding user on the streaming content. Applicant misreads the Office Action. The technology 
exists to add any sort of data onto streaming data. Because this ability exists in the combination of 
Rangan and Gupta, ANY data may be chosen to be superposed upon the streaming data. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to add a date, a file name, a recitation of the alphabet in the language of 
choosing of one of ordinary skill, or even user identification, to the streamed data. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rangan et al. (US 
6,154,771) in view of Gupta etal. (US 6,487,538). 

7. In regard to claim 1 , Rangan disclosed: 

content file storing means for storing files of said contents; column 1 1 , lines 53-63 

user-oriented content storing means in which a user area of a predetermined size is 
allocated to each of said users for the storage of a content owned by a corresponding one of the 
users; column 1 1 , lines 55-63 

file managing means for managing the content files stored in said content file storing 
means and the contents stored in the user areas of said user-oriented content storing means, 
wherein the file managing means copies content files selected by the user from the content file 
storing means to the corresponding user area; and column 23, lines 57-60 

content delivering means for providing said corresponding user with said contents stored 
in said corresponding user area, the contents provided to the corresponding user solely as 
streaming content wherein the content files are not downloadable for permanent storage by the 
corresponding user, column 23, line 64 - column 24, line 5 
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wherein each of said corresponding users is charged a usage fee proportional to the user 
area size allocated to the corresponding user in said user-oriented content storing means. 
Column 21 , line 35 teaches the transmission of commercials. 

Rangan failed to disclose advertisers who use commercials are charged fees. Rangan 
further failed to disclose that such fee is a usage fee proportional to the user area size allocated 
to the corresponding user. 

Gupta disclosed an internet advertising system. Web hosts sell advertising space. 
Gupta, column 1, lines 24-25. Advertising sizes must be known before insertion of an 
advertisement. Gupta, column 12, lines 23-41. The price may be dependent on the 
advertisement size. Gupta, column 12, lines 42-50. 

In order for Rangan to make the most money off of premium advertisers who buy larger 
ads, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate Gupta's advertising cost basis methods into Rangan to allow for commercial success. 

8. In regard to claim 2, Rangan further disclosed: 

said content files are moving picture files. Column 21 , lines 22-26 

9. In regard to claim 3, Rangan further disclosed: 

said content management unit further comprises picture processing means for carrying 
out picture processing to superpose personal information about the corresponding user on a 
streaming screen of the content being delivered to the corresponding user. Column 21 , lines 58- 
67. The transmission of inserted information such as interactive commercials, dynamic 
hyperlinks, security information, text captions and other control information are "personal 
information about the corresponding user". 

10. In regard to claim 4, Rangan further disclosed: 

a copied content file is stored into said user area of the corresponding user as the 
content owned by the corresponding user. Column 21 , lines 22-26 
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11. In regard to claim 5, Rangan further disclosed: 

a link file linked to a content file is stored into said user area of the corresponding user in 
lieu of the content owned by the corresponding user. Column 22, lines 30-40 

12. Claim 6 is substantially the same as claim 1 . 

13. Claim 7 is substantially the same as claims 2-3. 

14. Claim 8 is substantially the same as claims 1 and 3. 

15. In regard to claim 9, Rangan further disclosed: 

the personal information includes a corresponding user identification. Column 21 , lines 
58-67. The transmission of inserted information such as interactive commercials, dynamic 
hyperlinks, security information, text captions and other control information are "a user 
identification". 

16. In regard to claim 10, Rangan further disclosed inserting customized text captions over video 
being streamed to users. Rangan further stated security information and other control information could 
be inserted in video. See Rangan, column 21 , lines 58-61 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art that since security and control information could be inserted, that any text information could 
be inserted into the video of Rangan. 



Conclusion 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

18. Philyaw US 6,845,388 

19. Mathai et al. US 6,847,969 

20. Deanetal. US 7,249,059 

21. Philyaw US 7,379,901 

22. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Jeffrey R. Swearingen whose telephone number is (571)272-3921 . The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jason Cardone can be reached on 571-272-3933. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 

Jeffrey R. Swearingen 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2145 

/J. R. S.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2145 

/Jason D Cardone/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2145 



